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Resolution in ‘Support of the War on
‘ Poverty

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. LEE METCALF

OF MONTANA
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Monday, July 10, 1967

Mr, METCALF. Mr. President, I am
pleased and proud to commend to the
attention of the Senate a resolution
adopted by the Veterans of Foreign
Wars, department of Montana, in strong
support of the war on poverty. This reso-
1ution, which encourages each individual
member at each VFW post to participate
to the fullest possible extent in local and
national endeavors to eliminate poverty,
13 in the fine tradition of civic awareness
we have come to expect from the Vet-
erans of Foreign Wars, I am especially
encouraged that this expression of sup-
port of the antipoverty effort comes at a
time when the Senate itself is about to

~renew Its commitment to this most
worthwhile program. The Office of Eco-
nomic Opportunity has achieved & re-
markable record of Dprogress, and 1t
merits the continued support of us all.

T ask unanimous consent that the resolu-~

tion to which I have referred be printed
in the Appendix of the RECORD.

There being no cbjection, the resolu-
tion was ordered to be printed in’ the
RECORD, as follows:

RESOLUTION ADOPTED AT DEPARTMENT
CONVENTION

Whereas, the Veterans of Forelgn Wars,
through direct action and collective support,
‘have always promoted increased opportuni-
_ties for all Americans, that every individual,
regardless of race, color, creed, or ethnic
packground, might share in this Nation’s
abundance, and

Whereas, the Economic Opportunity Act
originally passed by Congress in 1964 and
since extended and amended in 1965 and
1966, has established programs and mecha-
nisms to enable the poor of our country,
in the best American tradition, to break
their own cycles of poverty.

Be it resolved, that the Veterans of For-
elgn Wars, Department of Montana, assem=
bled' in convention at Miles City, Mont.,
June 7 through June 10, 1967, stand unani-
mously In favor of continuing and expanding
the vital efforts begun, and thus far well ad-
vanced, by the Economic Opportunity Act,
and that each individual member and post
‘be encouraged to participate to the fullest
possible extent in local and national en-
deavors to eliminate poverty.

And further resolved, that the Veterans
of Forelgn Wars natlonal magazine, as well
- ag all publications, advise the members of
ways and means to help as a community
gervice project those young men and women
who have been trained at Government ex-
pense to reestablish themselves in the areas
where they have been sent for employment,
to help those people find housing, learn the
area so they can get to and from work,/and
other things that good Americans do for
other good Amerlcans,

And further resolved, that this resolution
. .be forwarded to the nationsal organization of
.. the Veterans of Forelgn Wars for appropri-
ate action at the natlonal convention in New
Orleans, La., August 17 through 25, 1967.

Attest:

ROBERT A. DUEKEE,
Adjutant, Depariment of
Veterans of Foreign Wars.

Department
Montana,
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esson to World

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. EDWARD J. DERWINSKI

OF ILLINOIS |
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, July 10, 1967

Mr. DERWINSKI. Mr. Speaker, one of
the most knowledgeable internstional
observers 1s Columnist Richard Pattee,
who is featured In the New World, the
Chicago archdiocese newspaper. I feel
his June 30 commentary on the Middle
Fast war gives an excellent summary
and I insert it in the RECORD at this
point:

MrcrTY ISRAEL: LESSON TO ‘WORLD
(By Richard Pattee)

The post-mortem on the four-day war in
the Middle East will doubtlessly go on for &
great many years. The spectacular triumph
of the Israelis and the total incapacity of the
nelghboring Arab states to make good their
threats provide a lesson for other parts of
the world.

A Britlsh commentator, Peregrine Worst-
horne, has described the situation as the con-
frontation of the technically developed and
the underdeveloped, with the inevitable col-
lapse of the less advanced when faced by the
military power of a modern state.

It has been stated over and over again that
Israel’s principal characteristic 1s that 1t is,
for all practical purposes, & European-type
state in the midst of nations which are only
superficially developed. When the show down
came, the ebility of this highly evolved sO-
clety was brought to bear on the problem of
smashing -the infinitely more NUMErous
adversary.

Although the thesls may very well be true,
it must also be clear that it applies primarily
to developed and undeveloped natlons which
are geographically juxtaposed. It would not
necessarily apply to the U.S8. in Vietnam
where enormous distance and & very different
geography are involved.

In the Israeli-Arab war, the forces were
facing one another on their respective fron-
tiers. Moreover the geography of both was
jdentical and there is no huge hostile power,
such as China, just fo the north of the
enemy.

Nevertheless, one of the lessons of the re-\

cent Middle Eastern clash must certainly be
that none of the African or Middle Eastern
countries, even though armed by the Soviet
Union or anyone else, is able, as things stand
now, to bring down a technically superlor
enemy, even though hls resources and terri-
torial area may be small.

This lesson must certainly be applied to
the threats against Rhodesla and South
Africa.

There 1s, indeed, & close analogy between
the situations. Rhodesia is a tight little
country with a proportionately capable army
and excellent leadership. It is unthinkable
that any of the neighboring African states
on their own could possibly make an inva-
sion stick.

Rhodesta versus Zambla and Tanzania,
with the support in theory of other states
removed from the immediate theater of hos-
tilities, would be somewhat comparable to
JIsrael in the recent war. The result would
probably be the same, the quick thrust and
the collapse of the African states.

In the case of South Africa, the situation
would be still more similar and on a vast
scale, There 1§ something of the same mental-
1ty in Israelasin Rhodesia and South Africa:
the same conviction of a justified presence; &
solid and almost unanimous will to maintain
positions and ward off outside interferénce.

This Is accompanied by a far greater in-
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dustrial capacity than Israel. In short, the
recent war demonstrated that heneath the
oceans of verbalism, the inflammatory
speeches and the poasts of strength, there
was preclous little more then bluff and sham.

Unfortunately the deflation of these claims
to easy victory on the part of the Arabs,
jeaves a hundred million people in frustra-

. tion and humiliation. .

The unfortunate thing has been that they
were encouraged in political terms to seek
for goals which were absolutely unattainable
on the fleld of battle. This state of mind that
war will solve the questions still prevails
with reference to Rhodesia and South Africa.
One wonders if the lesson of defeat will have
repercussions as far as the Zambesi.

Peace: A Mandate From Mankind

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. JAMES A. BURKE

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, July 10, 1967

Mr. BURKE of Massachusetts., Mr.
Speaker, following is an article which ap-
peared in the Patriot’ Ledger, Quincy,
Mass., on July 6, 1967, recommending a
path to world peace. I commend this edi-
torial to the attention of my colleagues
for their consideration:

Peace: A MANDATE FrROM MANKIND

Pride, and the narrow interests of govern-
ments and their leaders, have made the es-
tablishment of a firm and equitable world
peace impossible.

In today’s world, governments and their
leaders appear to place more importance on
saving face and self-interest than on gnsur-
ing the survival and well-being of thelr
citizens.

The result is that today’s world hangs in a
purgatory between war and peace. :

Every nation  hates war, but no nation,
alone or in concert, seems willing to make
the flrst step toward peace.

Because of the natlonal self-interests of 1ts
members, the United Nations General Assem-
bly has been unable to do anything construc-
tive toward peace in the Middle East.

The General Assembly’s failure is & mir-
ror image of the Securlty Council’s lack of
agreement on how to bring about a settle-
ment in an area that has endured three wars
in the last two decades.

To its credit, the Security Council has se-
cured & cease-fire between the Arab nations
and Israel—a cease-fire, however, is not a
peace.- The Middle East 1s only one of the
world’s trouble spots where a cease-fire Is
standing duty for a full and honorable peace,
as in Korea,

Tt is now time that nationally self -centered
considerations be discarded and the welfare
of mankind be taken up. It is now time that
the egos of nations and their leaders be for-
gotten and that peace on this planet becomes
the prime consideration.

Only if this is done can the United Nations
#ulfill its mandate from mankind: “to malin-
tain international peace . . . (and) to take
effective collective measures for the preven-
tion and removal of threats to peace.”

The United Nations is a community re-
sponsibility. It places obligations upon all its
members, great or small. Itg burdens fall
most heavily upon the powerful, to whom
the whole world should be able to look for
guldance. :

Thus the U.N., and the people of the world,
expect much more than they have been
getting in the way of responsible interna-
tional leadership from President Johnson of
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the United States,” Premier Kosygin of the
Soviet Union, President de Gaulle of France,
and Prime Minister Harcld Wilson of Great
Britain, It is time these men carry out the
task of statesmanship and place peace before
national prestige.

In its most fundamenﬁal sense, the UN. is
an organization of the peoples of the world.
Its General Assembly is the only place on
earth where each nation, no matier how
amall, has an equal voice and an egual vote.

With this in mind, there follows a proposal
for world peace. It requirés that governments
place statesmanship before politics, thought-
ful consideration before fiery oratory. This
proposal must be taken as one complete
package, recognizing that many nations musf
forsake traditional positions in order to find
peace for all, .

WORLDWIDE

United Natlons peace-keeping forces and
observer teams shall not-be withdrawn from
any area without formal U.N. consent, after
thorcugh deliberation.

Ang attempt on the part of any nation
to use force against United Nations person-
nel shall be considered aggression against
all member states.

Freedom of innocent passage shall be
guaranteed for vessels of all nations through
all international waterways, including the
Gulf of Agaba, the Suez Canal, the Panama
Canal, the Dardaneles Straits and the Bos-
porous Straits.

Communist China be oﬂered United Na-
tlons membhership under a two-China policy.

All UN., members must sign and adhere
to the nuclear test ban freaty.

Indian and Pakistan must accept a U N.«
directed settlement in theilr dispute over
Kashmir and agree to respect each other’s
borders.

Agreements must be reaghed among U.N.
members to halt all arms races.

A treaty prohibiting the spread of nuclear
weapons must be concluded and signed by
all U.N. member nations.

The U.N. shall guarantee and enforce these
agreements. All members must agree to ful-
fill United Nations peacekeeping cbligations,
including payments of past and future fi-

. nancial assessments, and furnishing of per-
sonnal, eguipment and services upon re-
quest. Nations refusing to meet such obliga-
tions shall lose the voting privileges of U.N.
membership.

MIDDLE EAST

The Old City of Jerusalem shall be in-
ternationalized under U.N. auspices as a
world religious shrine, open to people of
all falths and all nationalities.

Arab nations shall recognize Israel’s exist-
ence as a soverelgn state.

Israeli forces shall be completely withdrawn
to boundaries existing before the outbreak
of last month’s war.

Argb milltary forces shall be prohibited
from approaching within 20 miles of Israell
frontiers.

United Nations peace-keeplng forces muss
be stationed—with adequate personnel,
equipment and freedom of imovement—on
both sides of the Israeli-Arab frontlers and
at Sharm el Sheikh, the fortress commanding
the Strait of Tiran,

Israel and the Arab nations shall agree to
respect each other’s territorial integrity.

Palestinlan Arab refguees shall be perma-
nently resettled and assisted. as part of an
internstional economic and technical assist-
ance program for the Middle East, adminis-
tered by the United Nations and financed by
mandatory assessments on all U.N, members,
Oil-producing Middle Fast states shall con-
tribute a percentage of their income from oil

- bo this program.
VIETNAM

The United Nations must accept primary
responsibility for ending the war in Vietnam.,
the Security Council shall be charged with
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thé responsibility for ensuring a negoiated
tettlement, with the full cooperation of the
{loviet Union and the United States.

To Implement the negotiations, the United
fibates must cease bombing North Vietnam.

In turn, the Unlted Nations shall ensure
that North Vietnam ceases infiliration of men
and supplies into South Vietnam,

An immedlate cease-fire shall take effect in
South Vietnam, to be supervised by United
Mptions observer terms, as a prelude to & full
and honorable peace.

WESTERN HEMISPHERE

Cuba and all other Western Hemispheric
nitlons must agree to respect each other’s
stverelgnty and territorial integrity.

Cuba shall rejoin the Organization of
American States and participate in the Al-
liwnce for Progress with the guarantee that
sle shall refraln from “exporting revolution’.

Cuba shzll permit refugees to return to
tteir nation, with full rights of citizenship
and return of expropriated property or full
ar«l equitakle payment for such property.

This proposal is not a complete listing of
the answers to the world’s problems; how-
evsr, acted-upon favorably as a comrlete
package 1t could be the first concrete step to
wiald peace.

for too lcng, the issues of war and peace
have been considered on & limifed basis.
Orly a comprehensive approach, with true
humility and conscientious desire, can ful-
fill mankind’s mandate for a life of peace.

‘"heorefore we propose that these sugges-
tions be mace the next order of business be-
fore the United Natlons Ceneral Assembly.
Thay should be proposed as a single resolu-
tioa.

The most urgent problems the world faces
today are not wars for national prestige
wayted on barren deserts or in steaming jun-
gley. The world’s greatest problems today are
huiger, disease, illiteracy and poverty.

The answers for these four problems can
never be found while the world’s major pow-
ers are concerned with self-interest, while
figrting may erupt at any time, anywhere
on this globs. For these wars are terribly
wastetul of the time, money, knowledge, and
hurian resources needed to conquer today’s
gre: test problems.

Tae technical capability to conguer hua-
ger and disease exists; the “have-nations” of
the world possess the financial resources to
apply that technology. Likewise, the devel-
opec. hations have the abpility to eradicate
illiteracy.

All that is needed to conguer hunger, dis-
ease and illiteracy is a redirection and coor-
dination of resources now being wasted. Once
hunyter, disease and illlteracy are conguered,
poverty will fall by the wayside.

Additional Boys’ State Delegates

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. WILLIAM V. ROTH, JR.

OF DELAWARE
IN I'HE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, July 10, 1967

Mr. ROTH. Mr. Speaker, in the Recorp
of June 19, 1967, I entered the names of
delegiates to Delaware Boys' State in
Dover. Because of changes made in the
origiral list of delegates, I insert into
the FEcorp the names of the following
young men who participated in this fine
program:

C, T'>dd Collins, Leonard Campbell, Joseph
R. Brein, Jack Hayden, Peyton Lewis, James
Kerrigan, Harry G. Temple, Robert Stowe,
Jay Reynolds, and Connie Longshore.

July i 0, 967
Eahng High on the UN,. Hog
EXTENSION OF‘ REMARKS

HON. H. R GROSS

QF. I0WA 1
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, July 10, 1967

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speakef, in the
Washington Post of Sunday, July 9, the
inimitable columnist, Art Buchwald, ‘does
an excellent job of telling the story of
that weird organization kno n as the
United Nations.

Buchwald’s literary gem needis no fur-
ther comment. It follows: i

EaTiNG Hier oN THE U.N, Hoc

As the United Nations gets larger, its
member countries are becoming smaller, and
sometimes it’s hard to recognize: lthe name
of & nation, much less to.-pronounce it. The
other day I was In a restaurant in New York

‘and I got to talking to a man who turned
‘out to be the U.N. Ambassador fram Boolah

Boolah, a speck of land located somewhere
between the Indian Ocean and the lAntarctic.

*“How many people in your co(untry”" 1
asked him. &

“I think about 2000,” he sald. ‘I baven’t
been home for some time. My brother ls the
Prime Minister and. I'm the Ambgssador to
the United Nations. We tossed a co n for our
jobs, and he lost.”

“Then you like being Ambassador to the
United Natlons?”

“I adore it. The Gieneral Assembly is air
conditioned, we get diplomatic immunity

- when it comes to parking and if you get tired

of listening to the speeches you can always
tune In a transistor radio. Everybody thinks
you’re listening to the translatipn of a
speaker.”

“If you're such a small country, &vhere do
you get your funds to entertain?”

“I don't have to do any entertaimng
Everyone wants to entertaln me. f‘lrst the
Russians take me to lunch, then th Ameri~
cans take me to dinner, the Arabs have me
over for shishkebab and I must rsay they
don't serve a bad breakfast at the Isré&eli dele-
gation, If you get a good debate like this one,
you can eat for months without pickﬂng up a
check.

“The trick, of course, is never to t*-‘:ll them
how you're going to vote. If you aline your-
self with one side or the other too ea,rly. you
could starve to death.”

“Then it’s best to be neufral,” I sald.

“Absolutely, particularly becaug.e the
French are always wooing neutral cquntries,
and you know what kind of a feed t ey can
put on.”

“You've been entertained by the ernch'-‘”

“Would you believe President de! Gaulle
sent me a can of fole gras from his ovyn back
yard?”’

“People really make & {uss over you, then.”

“Why not? My vote is as important as Great
Britain's in the General Assembly, and as
long as they don't know which way you re go-
ing to go, they have to cater to you.]

“How do you finally decide whi h way
you're going to vote?”

“I send a wire back home and as them
what we need. If they cable back that we
need a dam, then I inform the Sovigt bloc
and the United States bloc and I let them bid
on it. The highest bidder gets the job aind my
vote.”

“The highest bidder?”

“Yes, whoever offers us the most {noney
is glven perniission to build our dam’

“That’s one way of getting a dam built ”
I sald.

“This doesn™ happen every day. We ireally
get most of our aid during an emergency

Approved For Release 2004/05/25 : CIA-RDP69B00369R000200300019-1



Approved For Release 2004/05/25 : CIA-RDP69B00369R000200300019-1

July 10, 1967

Eaﬁal area, which could escalate again
into a major struggle. It is indispensable
that the United States maintain a reso-
lute position that the cease-fire must be
respected and that Israel will not be al-
lowed to be gravely disadvantaged and
jeopardized by the arms supply to the
Arab leaders now renewed by the Krem-
lin on what s apparently a crash basis
perhaps for some new offensive purpose.
It is for that reason that the posting of
U.N. observers to patrol the Suez area
is certainly desirable. I note that Israel
is likely to accept. I hope the United
Arab Republic will, too—if 1t really is
not fomenting the breaches of the cease~
fire as propaganda for lts internal con-
sumption.

During these months of strain—I say
months of strain, in the sense of the com-
ing months—there is also a great oppor-
tunity to do something about the Arab
refugees—the number variously estl-
mated at 700,600 to 800,000—who are now
physically in territory occupied by Is-
rael’s forces. The humanitarian aspect of
this issue has always been the overrid-
ing consideration; therefore, every effort
should be made with assistance both
public and private physically fto settle the

Arab refugees In these areas, whatever’

may be the ultimate political disposition
of the area.

Indeed, I am devoting myself at this
time to an effort in this regard upon
which I shall, iIn due course, report to
the Senate.

‘While I recognize that there has been
considerable discussion sbout what Is-
rael claims is only the administrative re-
unification of Jerusalem, there is no
guestion about the fact that respect for
the religious shrines of the three great
faiths involved will be assured and will
be the dominant consideration. Here, too,
the critlcal point is the physical one—
that at long last the Holy City is not the
subject of intermittent shooing by Arab
soldiers on parapets and that communi-
cants of the three great faiths—wherever
they may be coming from-—may, at last,
visit the shrines without hindrance or
discrimination, with the peace, order, and
propriety which should characterize the
environment of these great shrines.

Sixty-three Senators have, in Senate
Resolution 143 sponsored by Senator
SymingToN and myself, shown thelir sup-
_ port of the policy of our Government in
the Middle East. The President has al-
ready seen the sentiment of the country
supporting this policy, too, as shown by
the latest Harris and other polls.

Mr, President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the REconn the
Harris poll just referred to.

‘There being no objection, the poll was
ordered o be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

THE HARRIS SURVEY: MAJORITY IN UNRITED

StaTes Backs MosT ISRAELY POSITIONS

(By Louds Harrds)

By sweeping majorities—many of them
over 80 per cent—the American people sup-
port the principal arguments by Israel for
a permanent peace in the Middle East, By
3 to 1, the public rejects the original Arab
and Russlan position in the United Natlons
thet Israel first withdraw its troops from
Aruagla ;errltory before other issues can be
settle
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Seven out of ten, however, think that the
formerly Jordanian sector of Jerusalem
should not be absorbed by Israel but that
Jerusalem should be made an international
city open to all. And a majorlty believes that
Israel should make concessions {0 Arabs dis-
placed from their former homeland.

Key Israell concerns meet with this kind
of overwhelming approval in the TUnited
States: .

82 per cent believe that Israel's existence
as a sovereign state should be formally ac-
cepted by the Arab nations.

88 per cent think that Israel should hbe
guaranteed the right to send ships through
the Gulf of Agaba, where an Egyptian block-
ade of Israel’'s port of Elath helped trigger
the recent hostilities. .

86 per cent feel thaf Israel should also
have freedom of passage through the Suez
Canal.

Two demands made by Russian Premier
Kosygin In support of the Arabs are rejected
by a decisive majority of Americans:

By 79 per cent to 7 per cent, Amerlcans
oppose any UN. condemnation of Israel as
the aggressor in the war and making Israel
pay reparations for war damage 1o the Arab
nations,

By 62 per cent to 21 per cent, U.S. public
opinfon rejects Israell withdrawal from oc-
cupled territory as a precondition to negotia-
tions.

The key to peace In the Middle East, two
out of three Americans belleve, 18 to have
the world’s major powers guarantee all coun-
tries In the region apainst attack by thelr
neighbors. Despite the inabllity of the United
Nations to prevent the most recent war there,
b8 per cent belleve that the U.N. Security
Counell is the place where the terms should
be worked out. However, there is some dis-
agreement over the best procedure for arriv-
ing at a settlement. And 87 per cent also say
they favor the Arabs and Israelis working
out a settlement without outside interfer-
ence.

A carefully drawn cross-section of the
American people was asked:

“As far as the Middle East sltuation is con-

‘cerned, do you tend to agree or disagree
that:

Views on Middle East

Agree
percent

Disagree|Not sure
percent | percent

Israel should be guaranteed the
right to send ships through the

Gulf of Agaba. ... 88 1 11
Israel should be given the right to

use the Suez Canal.____._..... 86 1 13
Israol should be recognized as a

state by the Arab nations__._.. 82 3 15

The Arabs and Israel should
work out a peacefu) settlement

without interference........... 87 [ 20 (R
Jerusalem should become an
international city open to all__.. 70 10 20

Israel should give full rights to
Arabs who live or used to live
where Israel Isnow_.____._._ 58 14 28

Israel should withdraw all its
forces from Arab territory
befors other Issues can be

settled. e ooaei s 21 62 17

In addition, the cross-section was asked:

“The Russians want the UN. to condemn
Israel as the aggressor in the Middle East
war and make Israel pay Areb nations for
damage done in the war. Do you agree or dis-
agree with such action by the United Na-
tions?”

Russian condemnalion of Israel
Total public

(percent)
AQIEO oo e —————
Disagree .o —r— i ———— 79
NOt BUTe e a e e m e 14

Finslly, the public was asked:
“Do you think the U.N. Security Council
is the proper place where peace terms in the
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Middle East can be worked out, or do you
think peace should be worked out else-
where?”

U.N. role in Middle East
Total public

(percent)
Becurity Council proper place .o .o 58
ElSeWhere o e ——— 28
NObt BUT€ e e e 14

Mr., JAVITS. Mr. Presldent, our peo-
ple and our Government will now, not-
withstanding dangers and vicissitudes,
be called upon to be constant to it. We
shall not gain any favor from the Arab
leaders if we depart from our policy; on
the contrary, the greatest hatred is
found in contempt. We simply have to
see this one through so that the Arab
world may at last have a chance to be
redeemed from the parochial fanaticism
of its leaders which has kept it Immersed
in ignorance, disease, misery, and danger
for centuries,

Nor need we be blackmalled by threats
of cutting off the Middle East’s oil. In
the first place, it is very doubtful that
any such threat can be made to stick in
view of the divisions of self-interest in
the Arab world, In the second place, the
world can, if it must, gear itself to meet
the situation, as it did during the Suez
crisis in 1956 and 1957,

I have heard discussion this morning
about Africa and Vietnam, but here in
the Middle East is one place where U.S.
foreign policy is right. Let us keep it that
way and see that it succeeds and Is not
diverted or swayed by any efforts on the
part of the Soviet Unlon or the Arab
leadership.

CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION, AND
MAINTENANCE OF THE SAN FE-
LIPE DIVISION, CENTRAL VALLEY
PROJECT, CALIFORNIA

Mr. BYRD of West Virginla, Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of
Calendar Order No. 273, S. 1111,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk
will state the bill by title.

The AssISTANT LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A
bill (8. 1111) to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to construct, operate, and
malintain the San Felipe division, Cen-
tral Valley project, California, and for

-other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the bill? .

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill, which had
been reported from the Committee on
Interlor and Insular Affajrs, with
amendents, on page 1, line 4, after the
word supplies”, to strike out “area de-
velopment,”’; on page 2, at the beginning
of line §, to strike out “unit” and insert
“division”; in line 7, after the word
“facilities.”, to insert “No facilities shall
be constructed for electric transmission
and distribution service which the Secre-
tary determines, on the basis of an offer
of a firm fifty-year contract from a local
public or private agency, can through
such a contract be obtained at less cost
to the Federal Government than by con-
struction and operation of Government
facilities”; after line 13, to strike out:
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- BEc. 2. Subject to the provisions of this
Act, the operation of the San Felipe division,
shall be integrated and coordinated from
both a financial and an operatlonal stand-
peint, with the operation of other features
of the Central Valley project in such man-
ner as will effectuate the fullest, most bene-
ficial, and most economic utillzation of the
water resources hereby made available.
Sec. 3. (a) 'The Secretary is-authorized in
conriection with the San Felipe division to
construct, operate, and maintain or other-
wise provide for basic public outdoor recrea~-
tlon facilities, to acquire.or otherwise to in-
clude within the division:area such adjacent
lands or interests therein as are necessary
for present or future public recreation use, to
allocate water and reservoir capacity to ree-
reation, and to provide for the public use and
enjoyment of division lands, facllities, and
water areas in a manner coordinated with
the other division purposes. The Secretary is
authorized to enter into agreements with
Federal agencies or State or local publle
bodies for the operation, maintenance, and
additional development of division lands or
facilities, or to dispose of division lands or
facllities to Federal agencies or State or local
public bodies by lease, transfer, conveyance,
or exchange, upon such terms and conditions
a8 will best promote the development and op-
erations of such lands or facilities in the
public interest for recreation purposes.

(b) Federal operation and maintenance
costs allocated to recreation and fish and
wildlife enhancement and Federal costs In-
curred specifically for land for those purposes
and basic recreation facilities shall be non-
reimbursable; joint costs allocated to recrea-
tion and fish and wildlife enhancement shall
in the aggregate be nonreimbursable to the
extent thay do not exceed the sum of $7,000,~
000 plus 10 per centum of the joint costs in
excess of $40,000,000. Provision shall. be made
for the reimbursement, for the contribution
by non-Federal interests, or for the realloca-
tion of costs allocated to recreation and fish
and wildlife enhancement in excess of the
foregoing limit under one or a combination
of the following methods, as may be deter-
mined appropriate by the Secretary: (1) pro-
vision by non-Federal interests of land or
interests therein or facilities required for the
division; (2) payment or répayment, with
interest at. a rate comparable to that for
other division functions, pursuant to agree-
ment with one or more non-Federal public
bodies; (3) reallocation to: other project
functions in the same propértion as joint
costs are allocated among such functions.

(ey Costs of means and measures to pre-
vent loss of and damage to fish and wildlife
shall be treated as divislon costs and allo-
cated to the other division purposes. Nothing
herein shall Mimit the authorliy of the Sec~
retary granted by existing provisions of law
relating to recreational development of water
resource projects or disposition of publlc
lands for recreational purposes.:

And, in lieu thereof, to insert:

8ec. 2. The conservation and development
of the fish and wildlife resolurces and the
enhancement of recreation opportunities in
connection with the San Felipe division shall
be in accordance with the provisions of the
Federal Water Project Recreation Act (78
Stat. 213},

Sec. 3. The Secretary may contract with
the State of Callfornia for the delivery
through facilities of the State water project
to the San Luis forebay reservoir of all or
any part of the water of the Central Valley
project assigned to the San Felipe division.

On page 5, line 12, after “Sec. 5.7, t0
strike out “There are hereby: a.uthorized
to be appropriated such sums as may be
- neecessary to ecarry out the provisions of
this Act.” and insert “In view of the
special circumstances of the San Felipe
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Aivision, nelther the provisions of the
“hird sentence of section 46 of the Act
ol May 25, 1926 (44 Stat. 636, 649 nor
uny other similar provision of the Fed-
vral reclamation laws shall be applicable
in the south and north Santa Clara sub-
treas so long as the water utilized on
mroject lands is acquired by pumping
from the underground reservoir.”;

After line 20, to insert a new section, as
fillows:

S8ec. 8. For a period of ten years from. the
dite of enactment of this Act, no water ‘rom
the project authorized by this Act shall be
didivered to any water user for the produc-
tim on newly irrigated: lands of any basic
agricultural commeodity, as defined in the
Apxicultural Act of 1949, or any amendment
thereof, if the total supply of such com-
midity for the marketing year in which the
bulk of the crop would normally be marketed
is in excess of the normal supply as defined
in pection 3C1(b) (10) of the Agricultural Ad-
justment Aot of 1938, as amended, unless
tha Secretary of Agriculture calls for an In-
crease in production of such commodity in
thur ihterest of national security.

And, on page 6 after line 8, to insari
arew section, as follows:

Sxe. 7. There are hereby authorized to be
aprropriated for construction of the new
works involved in the San Fellpe division
#92 880,000 (October 1966 prices), plus or
mir us such amounts, if any, as may be re-
quiied by reason of changes in the cost of
construction work of the types involvsd
therein as shown by engineering cost in-
dexes, and, in addition thereto, such sums as
majy be required to operate and maintain said
divinjon,

Sy as to make the bill read:

Be,it enacied by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of
Ame-ica in Congress assembled, That, for the
purpsses of providing irrigation and munic-
1pal und industrial water supplies, conserving
and developing flsh and wildlife resources,
enhaicing outdoor recreation opportunities
and other related purposes, the Secretary
of ths Interior acting pursuant to the Fed-
eral 1eclamation laws (Act of June 17, 1902,
32 Stut. 388, and Acts amendatory thereof or
supplimentary thereto), Is authorized to con-
struci, operate, and malintain, as an addition
to, and an integral part of, the Central Val-
ley profect, California, the San Felipe divi-
sion. “he principal works of the division shall
consisk of the Pacheco tunnel, pumping
plants, power transmission factlities, canals,
pipelities, regulating reservoirs, and distribu-
tion facilities. No facilities shall be con-
structwd . for electric transmission and dis-
tribution service which the Secretary deter-
mines, on the basls of an offer of a firm fifty-
year camtract from a local public or private
agency . can through such a contract be ob-
tained at less cost to the Federal Government
than by construction and operation of Gov-
ernmer t facilities.

Sec. 2. The conservation and development
of the fish and wildlife resources and the
enhanciment of recreation opportunities In
connecllon with.the San Felipe division shall
be in a:xcordance with the provisions of the
Federal Water Project Recreation Act (79
Stat. 211).

Sec.3 The Secretary may contract with the
State of .California for the delivery through
facilitles: 0f the State water project to the
San Luls forebay reservoir of all or any part
of the witer of the Central Valley project as-
signed t( the San Felipe division.

SEeC. 4, In locating and designing the works
and faclitles authorized for construction
by this Act, and in acquiring or withdraw-
ing any ands as authorized by this Act, the
Secretary shall give due conslderation to re-
ports prepared by the State of California on
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the Californla water plan, and Ml consulﬁ
with local interests who may be affected by
the construction and operation of sald
works and facilities or by the adquisition or
withdrawal of lands, through public hear-
ings or in such manner as in his discretion
may be found best suited to 4 maximum
expression of the views of such local in-
terests.

Sgc. 5. In view of the special circum-~
stances of the San Felipe division, neither
the provisions of the third sentence of sec-
tion 46 of the Act of May 25, 1926 (44 Stat.
636, 649) mnor any other similar provision

* of the Pederal reclamation laws shall be ap-

plicable in the south and north Santa Clara
subareas so long as the water ytilized on
project lands 1s acquired by pumping from -
the underground reservoir.

SEC. 6. For a period of ten yea.rs from the
date of enactment of this Act,  no water
from the project authorized by thi;s Act shall
be delivered to any water user for the pro-
duction on newly irrigated lands of any
basic agricultural commodity, as fefined in
the Agricultural Act of 1949, or any amend-
meht thereof, if the total supply of such
eommodity for the marketing year| in which
the bulk of the crop would noimally he
marketed i3 in excess of the norr.dal supply
as defined in section 301(b) (10) of the Agri-
cultural Adjustment Act of 1938, ay amend-
ed, unless the Secretary of Agriculture calls
for an increase in productlon of such com-
modity in the interest of national: security.

SEec. 7. There are hereby authorized to be
appropriated for construction of the new
works involved in the San Felipe division
$92,380,000 (October 1966 prices)..‘plus or
minus such amounts, if any, as may be re-
guired by reason of changes in the cost of
construction work of the types Involved
therein as shown by englneering cost in-
dexes and, in addition thereto, such sums as
may be reguired to operate and maintain
sald division,

Mr. KUCHEL., Mr. Preoident the pur-
pose of this legislation is to authorize the
Secretary of the Interior to construct,
operate, and maintain the San |Felipe
division of the Central Valley project,
under which water would be transported
from the San Joaquin Valley across
Pacheco Pass into the area occupied by
San Benito, Santa Claras, Santa; Cruz,
and Monterey Counties, and partldularly
the city of San Jose.

The Bureau of Reclamation has de-
veloped a plan which could alleviate wa-
ter supply problems of the four counties
for many years to come through fhe im-
portation of water developed by the Cen-
tral Valley project.-

I particularly wish to commend my
longtime friend, Representative CHARLES
8. Gueser, who has pioneered this im-
portant venture. At this time his stead-
fast efforts are guiding this legislatxon
through the Elouse of Representatives.

This project will eventually prévide
273,000 acre-feet of water annually for
land in California counties on the west
slope of the coast range. Wells in that
area are becoming dry, or polluted from
boron infiltration, and in the coastal
areas, sea water intrusion threatens to
become a major problem. Rapid urbani-
zation of the area has also resulted in
serious pressures on the existing water
supply,

The project water supply will be ob-
tained from the Sacramento-San Joa-
quin Delta through the operation of lex~
isting facilities of the Central Valley
project, and will then be transported
through State or Federal facilities fmm
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The sccond part of the book that bothered
me is the authors’ attack on the domino
theory. I am not & great domino man myself,
but I think there ia some truth in it: any
decislon we make in Vietham will be watched
closely, and will affect other countries in the
area. Perhaps the dominoes will be like Thal~
land, without a colonlal past, and will turn
out to be of sturdy stufl and will be able to
stand, but there will be an effect nevertheless.

The authors dismiss the theory completely,
attack Gen. Maxwell Taylor for suggesting
it, of what he called “the handwagon” reac-
tion, and ridicule the Administration for pre-
senting it. If, they say, the United States
Government talked about the domino theory
in Europe, an area which Americans know,
the people here would laugh at it. But that's
not quite fair; Europe is different, the Buro-
pean states are basleally stronger. I am sure
in Eastern Europe where thosp governments

" are weak, the Russians think in terms of the
domino theory; if one country beglns to pull
too far. ...

I checked out their note on this in the
back, and there was poor General Taylor
making the same point: “There is always n
danger of & sort of bandwagon movement, I
am afrald, among these very weak countries.”
Since the domino, or semi-domino theory is
one that concerns a good many people in the
country, and since 1t is one of the most basic
reasons for the American commitment there,
it seems to me that serious historlans should
at least put the Government's case falrly.
The American record in Vietnam is hardly an
attractive one in the best light, and hardly
needs to be exaggerated.

The third of these books {s called “The.

Politics of Escalation in Vietnam” by threce
faculty members of thie University of Call-
fornia at Berkeley, Franz Schurmann, Peter
Dale Scott and Reginald Zelnik (foreword by
Schlesinger). It s not so much a book as a
White Paper, or Black Paper if you happen
to work for the State Department. It 1a a
very tough oritique indeed of American
actions there, perhaps too tough. Early in
the book it charges the Americans with

telling General Minh that “progress in the

war,” not progress in popularity, should be
his Government's prime objective.

I was there In those days, and it was more
complicated; the Americans, particularly
Ambassador Lodge and a group of bis
younger aldes, realized then the mistakes of
the past and wanted desperately for Minh
to win some popularity. But it was all too
late;
countryside; the vaunted strateglc hamilet
program existed omly in the imaglnation of
the previous Ambassador and American
general, and the combination of the political
problems and the awesome military difficul-
tles was simply too much for Minh and his
gencrals. No Amerlcan conspiracy here: sim-
ply too little too late.

The theme of this book, relentiessly pur-
sued, 18 that every time there has been 4
chance for negotiations in Vietnam the U.S,
hag chosen 10 escalate; the other half of that
same coln is simply (for, all the inane optli-
mistic comments by all the generals and
news managers aside, the war has never gone
well) that we have escalated only out of
desperation, when the previous commitment
falled, and we found thereupon that the
previous commitment had also pulled us in
so much deeper that it was just that much
harder to negotiate than ever. Westerners,
it turns out, are very sensitive and bad about
losing face. Therefore we escalated only out
of weakness, when we had nothing to
negotiate.

This book hars few pretensions, and makes
no olaim to belng objective, being in the
J'aceuse tradition, So if you have somecone
in your family who is cocksure about our
right and might and conduct in Indochina, I
suggest this as a present, But 1f you are
already uneasy about the war end ite cone

the Vietcong practically owned the .

I

i
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duct, I suspect this will not teach you any~
thing new. .

Mr. PEARSON. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. CASE. X yleld.

Mr. PEARSON. Mr, President, the Sen~
ator from New Jersey has made a most
important contribution to the greatest
and most vital lssue facing our Nation
today.

I suspect what has caused so much
concern is that those foreign policy posi~
tions in relation to Europe, formed in
the years irnmediately following World
‘War II, have now been applied to South~
east” Asia. We heard earlier that we had
a moral or legal obligation to go into
Vietnam, and that it was In our national
security to go in at the Inception.

Whether or not this was true at first,
as the Senator from New Jersey has
pointed out, it Is true now, and his
analysis of why we cannot withdraw is
most meaningful and helpful to me.

Mr. President, I wish to make one ob~
servation because I think the Senator
developed the point in its entirvety. If
my memory is correct, it was the Truman
doctrine in going into Greece which first
announced the proposition that we would
g0 wherever we were requested to help a
free, independent nation to maintain
its independence against apgression,
whether it be by conventional warfare,

“nuclear blackmail, or guerrilla warfare;

and that we would go In if we were

" requested to do so.

I understand the point of the Senator
to be, and it is so well taken, that: “Yes,
we will go but only under conditions
that those free people are willing to do
thelr falr share, uphold their responsi~
bility, accept their own burdens of free-
dom, and thelr burdens of participating
in their defense and independence.”

I think that the Senator has made a
great contribution and it has had a great
influence on me. I thank the Senator for
the comments he has made today.

Mr. CASE. I thank the distinguished
Senator from XKansas.

If I were to capsulize what I think
our policy should be, it should be always
calculated, conceived, and carried out
with one clear gulding principle: The
best interests of the United States. We
can hardly do more than that. It seems
that when we attempt to proceed in
broad generalizations we only get in bad
trouble and do more harm.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I may proceed
for 10 minutes,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from New York {5 recoghized
for 10 minutes.

)
“‘ééISIS IN THE MIDDLE EAST

1. JAVITS. Mr. President, I wish to
address myself this morning to the crisis
in the Middle East and the policy of the
United States with regard to it. In my
judgment the present policy of the Unit-
ed States Is 8 sound one, We should per-
gist in 1€,

As I see evidence of efforts to shake,
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divert, or perhaps even blackmall us away
from it, I think it is very important that
a statement with respect to our constancy
of policy should be reiterated. We should
not allow ourselves to be misled by the
Soviet Union which at least verbally is
pursuing a line unlikely to atfain a stable
and durable peace which the TUnited
States has, very properly, announced as
its objective In the resolution filed for
consideration by the United Nations Gen~
eral Assembly on June 20, 1967.

The refusal of the General Assembly
to support the Arab line—backed in de~
bate by the Soviet Union—in effect to
continue the state of war of the last 20
years in the Middle East has preserved
the peace credibility of the Unifed Na-
tions. In my judgment, the action of the
General Assembly has served to preserve
the cease-fire and has been a credible
action in that respect. ’

I learned a long time ago that “no” is
also an answer and that is what the Gen-
eral Assembly gave ta Arab efforts to con-
tinue the belligerent situation, and to the
Soviet Union with respect to its policy.
I hope Soviet policy will be revised, and
I understand the leaders in the Kremlin
are constdering this now. It is discredible
to them and dangerous to the cause of
peace to continue on the path of vituper~-
ation and opportunism.

The Soviet Union has engaged itself
most unwisely in seeking to redeem in the
United Nations what the Arab leaders
lost iIn war. It looks as if this effort is
going to be transferred to the Security
Couneil. That 1s where the constancy of
Amerijcan poliey should now be demon-
strated. Any effort to go back to the old
policy which bedeviled the Middle East
for 20 years should not be permitted by
the United States to succeed in the Se~
curity. Council after failing in the Gen-~
eral Assembly. We must remember that
s0 long as the present situation con-
tinues there is danger. Accordingly, we
will remain in the present dangerous sit~
uation of cease-fire—with peace or war
still in the balance—for some time, per~
haps months. We see the incident on the
banks of the Suez Canal emphasizing the
danger which continues to persist.

My purpose in speaking today is to af~
firm my belief that the policy of the
United States as announced and devel-
oped should be constant. In this connec~
tion I would Hke to praise the team
headed by McGeorge Bundy, Walt Ros-
tow in the White House, Secretary of
State Dean Rusk, and Ambassador Ar-
thur Goldberg at the United Nations,
which has shown great devotion and skiil
during the most harrowing moments of
the Middle East crisis,

Considering the Soviet Union’s reck-
less, irresponsible supply of massive arms
to President Nasser and Syria and its
military demonstration of support—Ilike
the current one of sending Soviet war-
ships into a fighting zone near the Sucez
Canal-—the utmost resolution will be re-
quired on the part of the United States
if the situation is not to deteriorate again
into open conflict. The Arab leaders
might be misled Into trying a “second
round" by Soviet arms supply, or, in the
sheer effort to redeem their shredded
prestige to launch military incidents like
those now resulting in the fighting in the
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